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mgit that his critics were themselves obviously disloyal. A third group of conservatives joined with liberals in attacking McCarthyism as a violation of decency, constitutionalism, and American traditions of freedom of expression and association.
Liberal critics defended with vigor their claim that to dissent was essential to American traditions and well-being. They insisted on the basic difference between criticism and dissent on the one hand and communism on the other. In making this distinction no national spokesman played as important a role as Adlai Stevenson, who did much to make intellectualism politically feasible. In addition to individual protests in the anti-McCarthy movement, the American Civil Liberties Union and the American Association of University Professors valiantly defended the civil liberties.
In the discussion of loyalty which McCarthyism occasioned, few new ideas \*?ere developed. Among the exceptions was the theme that Professor Morton Grodzins of the University of Chicago worked out in his book Th& Loyal and the Disloyal. Grodzins brought to bear on the issue of loyalty and disloyalty much new knowledge about the nature of groups. JJe advanced the idea that disloyalty and treason are not primarily ideological in character but rather grow out of men's social circumstances. Disloyalty, for the most part, is the means by which one seeks, in the frustrations of loneliness, dissatisfaction, and alienation, more advantageous group affiliations. The argument was also made, with some supporting evidence, that the methods in vogue to detect traitors more often created new traitors than uncovered existing ones.
Some liberals took severely to task not only particular liberals but "liberalism" in general for having failed, from the 1930s on, to expose the true nature and dangers of communism at home and abroad and for having defended the civil liberties of Communists and conspirators. Such a failure, these critics argued, made it easy for McCarthy and his 'associates to identify liberals and Communists. There was some point, no doubt, tp the charge. But it overlooked two considerations. One was the fact thafsMcCarthyism attacked liberals for supporting social welfare measures and programs for peace, not merely because Communists also supported them but because, generally speaking, these ideas were anathema, if vnot to McCarthy himself, then to many of his followers. The second $>oint was that a great many liberals had in fact vigorously opposed communism, at home and abroad, long before McCarthy was